Abstracts-are they really a dud currency ?
Sir, Very few practising scientists doubt the value of the well prepared abstract as it often provides essential information. Nevertheless, as your recent editorial' points out, many abstracts are not well prepared and can be misleading. These defects, however, are no monopoly of the abstract and are to be found equally in many full papers, particularly in journals which do not apply a system of rigorous independent review. Nevertheless, anyone with more than a passing acquaintance with leading biomedical journals must know how widely the abstract is used as a vehicle for disseminating scientific data.
It would be a pity if the quick, concise form of transmitting information provided by abstract publication were to be done away with. For those who attend the meeting where the work is presented the abstract provides a useful aide memoire, and for those unable to attend a means of learning what went on. All over the world there is an avid readership for abstracts among those who wish to know as soon as possible what is going on elsewhere. There are others, of course, who have no particular wish for this information-the editor of the Archives may be one-and for them obviously the abstract has nothing to offer.
The problem is how to monitor abstracts in order to suppress those which have been carelessly prepared while encouraging publication of those which seem to provide a good account of what was found. Two methods seem to be available. One, used by societies on both sides of the Atlantic, is to leave selection to a committee, in which case the process is inevitably secret and oligarchic. The other is for those present at the meeting, having had the opportunity both to read the abstract and to hear the paper, to vote on its suitability for publication. They can also use this opportunity to point out discrepancies or insist on corrections and insertions as a condition of publication. 
